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the RECORD an article that provides
some details of his military life and his
accomplishments in recognizing the
special canine contribution to our war-
time successes.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Los Angeles Times, Sept. 3, 1995]
MARINE, NOW 75, HONORED FOR HIS WARTIME
COURAGE
(By Doyle McManus)

Marine Lt. William W. Putney was award-
ed the Silver Star for bravery on Saturday—
at the age of 75, half a century after the end
of his war.

Putney, a Woodland Hills veterinarian,
commanded a ‘‘war dog’’ platoon in the 3rd
Marine Division during World War II—a lit-
tle-known specialty that used trained dogs
both to guard American positions and sniff
out enemy troops hidden in tunnels or caves.

On July 26, 1944, Putney’s unit was defend-
ing 3rd Marine headquarters on Guam when
the lieutenant, then 24, spotted a Japanese
platoon heading toward the division hos-
pital.

“Putney ordered the war dog handlers to
tie their dogs to bushes and take up a firing
line in the path of the enemy.”’” His citation
reads, ‘“‘An enemy machine gun emplacement
savagely opened fire. . . . Disregarding his
own safety, (Putney) unhesitatingly arose
from his position of cover, and standing ex-
posed to the hail of bullets aimed at him,
began firing.

‘“He succeeded in silencing the machine
gun and killing the two enemy machine gun-
ners. Although wounded, he exhorted the
platoon to press the attack, resulting in the
killing of all enemy soldiers, including the
Japanese officer leading the attack.”

Officials said Putney had been rec-
ommended for a decoration during the war
but unaccountability did not receive one. His
former commanding officer resubmitted the
recommendation a few years ago, and Navy
Secretary John H. Dalton approved it in
time for Putney to formally receive the
award at the Punchbowl military cemetery
here as part of Saturday’s commemoration
of the end of World War II.

After the war, Putney served as chief vet-
erinarian and commander of the U.S. Army
War Dog Training School. He retired from
the Marines and practiced as a veterinarian
in Woodland Hills.

In recent years, he led a successful effort
to build a cemetery and monument for the 25
Doberman pinschers and German shepherds
who died in the liberation of Guam in 1944.

The memorial, which includes the names of
the dogs and a life-size bronze statue of a Do-
berman, was dedicated in a military cere-
mony last year.

————

TESTING NORTH KOREA’S
COMMITMENT TO PEACE

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, today I
rise to discuss the momentous changes
underway on the Korean Peninsula and
to take note of the contributions of one
extraordinary American public servant
to the cause of peace there. Former
Secretary of Defense Bill Perry stepped
down this month as special adviser to
the President on Korea policy, a role
he assumed when our relations with
North Korea were in crisis and when
congressional faith in our approach to
the Korean challenge was at a nadir.

It was a job no one coveted. North
Korea ranks as one of the most dif-
ficult foreign policy challenges we face.
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It was a job fraught with risk. Err
too far towards confrontation, and you
might send North Korea over the brink
and start another war. Err too far to-
wards conciliation, and your initiative
might be mistaken for appeasement,
emboldening the North and under-
mining political support at home.

Under Bill Perry’s leadership, the
U.S. launched a hard-headed initiative
designed to test North Korea’s willing-
ness to abandon the path of confronta-
tion in favor of the road to peace. From
its inception, the Perry initiative was
predicated on maintenance of a strong
military deterrent. But Dr. Perry rec-
ognized that deterrence alone was not
likely to lure North Korea out of its
shell and reduce the threat of war.

The Perry initiative was designed
and implemented in concert with our
South Korean and Japanese allies, and
it continues to enjoy their full support.

The results of this comprehensive
and integrated engagement strategy
have stunned even the most optimistic
observers.

The year began with a mysterious
and unprecedented visit by Kim Jong-il
to the Chinese Embassy in Pyongyang.
Over the course of a four-hour dinner,
Kim made it plain that the year 2000
would see a shift in the North’s ap-
proach to reviving its moribund econ-
omy and ending its diplomatic isola-
tion.

In quick succession, Kim hosted Rus-
sian President Putin and then South
Korean President Kim Dae-jung. The
historic Korean summit meeting in
Pyongyang was a tremendous victory
for South Korean President Kim Dae-
jung’s ‘“‘Sunshine Policy’ and a valida-
tion of Perry’s engagement strategy. It
is fitting that President Kim Dae-jung
was just awarded the Nobel Peace prize
for his life-long efforts on behalf of
peace and democracy on the Korean pe-
ninsula.

With the rapid emergence of Kim
Jong-il from what he admitted was a
“hermit’s” existence in North Korea,
the prospects for a lasting peace on the
peninsula are better today than at any
time since the Korean War began more
than 50 years ago. Time will tell.

If fully implemented, the agreement
reached in Pyongyang by President
Kim Dae-jung and Kim Jong-il prom-
ises to reduce tensions in this former
war zone and enhance economic, cul-
tural, environmental, and humani-
tarian cooperation.

There are encouraging signs that the
summit meeting was not a fluke:

Family reunification visits are pro-
ceeding, albeit at a pace that is slower
than the families divided for 50 years
desire or deserve.

Ground will be broken soon to re-
store rail connections across the DMZ,
restoring trade and communication
links severed for 50 years.

A follow-on meeting of the North and
South Korean Defense Ministers in
September led to an agreement to re-
sume military contacts and to explore
confidence building measures along the
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DMZ, including notification of exer-
cises and creation of a North-South
hot-line.

Planning is proceeding smoothly for
next year’s North-South summit meet-
ing in Seoul.

There has also been progress in U.S.-
North Korean relations. An historic
meeting between President Clinton and
senior North Korean military officer
Cho Myong-nok occurred this month in
Washington, setting the stage for next
week’s first ever visit to the North by
an American Secretary of State.

Mr. President, this flurry of diplo-
matic activity has been dismissed by
some critics as all form, and no sub-
stance. They marvel at our willing-
ness—and that of our South Korean
ally—to provide food aid to a despotic
regime that continues to spend pre-
cious resources on weapons and mili-
tary training rather than tractors and
agricultural production.

No one condones the North Korean
Government’s callous disregard for the
suffering of its own people. And obvi-
ously, much work remains to be done—
especially in the security realm—to re-
alize the hope generated by the sum-
mits. The North has not withdrawn any
of its heavy artillery poised along the
Demilitarized Zone.

It has not halted provocative mili-
tary exercises. It has not yet ended all
of its support for terrorist organiza-
tions.

And, although the North did reaffirm
its moratorium on long-range missile
testing this month in Washington, it
has not stopped its development or ex-
port of long-range ballistic missile
technology. North Korea’s missile pro-
gram continues to pose a serious threat
not only to our allies South Korea and
Japan, but also to other nations con-
fronting the odious clients of North
Korea’s arms merchants.

All of these issues must be addressed
if we are to forge a lasting peace on the
Korean peninsula.

Our efforts to engage North Korea
must ultimately be matched by recip-
rocal steps by the North. Engagement
is not a one-way street.

But the question is not whether
North Korea is a desirable partner for
peace. Kim Jong-il has all the appeal of
Saddam Hussein. The question is how
we manage the North Korean threat.

I can’t imagine how the situation
would be improved if we did not offer
North Korea a chance to choose peace
over truculence. I can’t imagine how
the situation would be improved in any
way if North Korean children were
dying in droves from malnutrition and
disease as they were prior to the
launch of the U.S.-funded World Food
Program relief efforts.

Mr. President, we should not dis-
count the importance of the recent dip-
lomatic developments on the penin-
sula. How soon we forget that it was a
process called glasnost—openness—
combined with maintenance of a strong
NATO alliance, which ultimately
brought about the demise of the Soviet
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Union and the reunification of East
and West Germany.

Information about the outside world
is hard to come by in North Korea, just
as it was hard to get in the Soviet
Union before detente opened the win-
dow and let the Soviet people catch the
scent of the fresh air of freedom.

Perhaps dialog with North Korea and
greater openness there will bring about
a similar result. If so, we will have Sec-
retary Perry to thank for his role in
getting that dialog jump-started after
it had stalled amidst mutual suspicions
and acrimony during the mid-1990s.

Mr. President, in closing I would like
to extend my profound thanks to Bill
Perry for the way he carried out his re-
sponsibilities. He answered the call to
public service two years ago, trading
the comfort of northern California for
the landmine-strewn terrain of Wash-
ington and North Korea. He has con-
ducted himself with honor and a strong
sense of duty. He will be missed.

The stakes on the peninsula are high.
Events there will not only shape the
security environment of Northeast
Asia, but also affect our decision
whether to deploy a limited national
missile defense, and if so, what kind of
defense. From my perspective, it would
be a great accomplishment if we could
neutralize the North Korean missile
threat through diplomacy rather than
spend billions of dollars to construct a
missile defense system which might do
more harm to our national security
than good.

I wish Secretary Albright and her
new Korea policy adviser Wendy Sher-
man well as they strive to build on the
momentum generated over the past few
months. It is a tough job, but it is in-
cumbent on us to test North Korea’s
commitment to peace.

——
DEMOCRACY DENIED IN BELARUS

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I am
pleased to join as an original cosponsor
of this resolution introduced by my
colleague from Illinois, Senator DUR-
BIN, to address the continuing constitu-
tional crisis in Belarus.

As Co-Chairman of the Helsinki Com-
mission, during the 106th Congress I
have worked on a bipartisan basis to
promote the core values of democracy,
human rights and the rule of law in
Belarus in keeping with that country’s
commitments as a participating State
in the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE). Back in
April the OSCE set four criteria for
international observation of ©par-
liamentary elections held this past
weekend: respect for human rights and
an end to the climate of fear; opposi-
tion access to the state media; a demo-
cratic electoral code; and the granting
of real power to the new parliament.

Regrettably, the Lukashenka regime
responded with at best half-hearted
measures aimed at giving the appear-
ance of progress while keeping democ-
racy in check. Instead of using the
elections process to return Belarus to
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the path of democracy and end that
country’s self-isolation, Mr.
Lukashenka tightened his grip on
power launching an intensified cam-
paign of harassment against the demo-
cratic opposition and fledgling inde-
pendent media. Accordingly, a tech-
nical assessment team dispatched by
the OSCE concluded that the elections
‘“fell short of meeting minimum com-
mitments for free, fair, equal account-
able, and transparent elections.” The
President of the Parliamentary Assem-
bly of the OSCE confirmed the flawed
nature of the campaign period.

We recently saw how Slobodan
Milosevic was swept from power by a
wave of popular discontent following
yvears of repression. After his ouster,
Belarus now has the dubious distinc-
tion of being the sole remaining dicta-
torship in Europe. Misguided steps to-
ward recognition of the results of
Belarus’ flawed parliamentary elec-
tions would only serve to bolster Mr.
Lukashenka in the lead up to presi-
dential elections slated for next year.

This situation was addressed today in
an editorial in the Washington Times.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a copy of this editorial be
printed in the RECORD following my re-
marks.

I commend Senator DURBIN for his
leadership on this issue and will con-
tinue to work with my colleagues to
support the people of Belarus in their
quest to move beyond dictatorship to
genuine democracy.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Washington Times, Oct. 19, 2000]

BATTLE FOR BELARUS

In Belarus last weekend, the opposition
leaders did not light their parliament on fire
as their Yugoslavian counterparts had the
week before. They did not crush the walls of
the state media outlet with bulldozers or
leave key sites in their capital in shambles.
No, the people living under the last dictator
of Europe met this weekend’s parliamentary
elections with silence. Opposition parties
rallied the people to boycott, and what they
didn’t say at the polls, the international
community said for them.

The U.S. State Department declared the
results ‘“‘not free, fair, or transparent’ and
replete with ‘‘gross abuses’” by President
Alexander Lukashenko’s regime. The Orga-
nization for Security and Cooperation in Eu-
rope (OSCE), the Council of Europe, the Eu-
ropean parliament and the European Union
said the same. The dictator’s allies got most
of the 43 seats in districts where the winner
received a majority of the vote. Where no
candidate received a majority of the vote,
run-offs will occur Oct. 26, another oppor-
tunity for the dictator to demonstrate his
unique election methods. However, a record-
low turnout in many towns, claimed as a vic-
tory by the opposition, will force new elec-
tions in three months.

What will it take for the people to push
Mr. Lukashenko to follow Yugoslav leader
Slobodan Milosevic into political oblivion in
next year’s presidential election? Nothing
short of war, if one asks the international
coordinator  for Charter 97, Andrei
Sannikov. “I don’t know how the country
survives. [Approximately] 48.5 percent live
below the poverty level,” Mr. Sannikov told
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reporters and editors of The Washington
Times. ‘“That increases to 60 percent in rural
areas. It would provoke an extreme reaction
anywhere else. Here, they won’t act as long
as there is no war’’.

But the people of Belarus are getting rest-
less. Out of the 50 percent of the people who
don’t know who they support, 90 percent are
not satisfied with Mr. Lukashenko and with
their lives in Belarus, Mr. Sannikov said.
The dictator’s behavior before last weekend’s
elections didn’t help any. In his statement
three days before the elections, Rep. Chris
Smith, chairman of the OSCE, listed just a
few reasons why the people should take to
the streets: ‘‘Since August 30, the
Lukashenko regime has denied registration
to many opposition candidates on highly
questionable grounds, detained, fined or
beaten over 100 individuals advocating a boy-
cott of the elections, burglarized the head-
quarters of an opposition party, and con-
fiscated 100,000 copies of an independent
newspaper.”’

Mr. Sannikov, a former deputy foreign
minister, was himself a victim last year
when he was beaten unconscious, and three
ribs and his nose were broken, in what he
said was a government-planned attack. He
and the rest of the opposition don’t want to
be victims in next year’s elections. If the op-
position can rally behind one formidable
leader, war won’t have to precede change—
nor will Mr. Lukashenko once again make
democracy a fatality.

————

CONTINUING PROBLEMS FOR FED-
ERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT DUE
TO THE McCDADE LAW

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I have
spoken several times this year about
the so-called McDade law, which was
slipped into the omnibus appropria-
tions bill at the end of the last Con-
gress, without the benefit of any hear-
ings or debate in the Senate. I have de-
scribed the devastating effects that
this ill-considered law is having on
Federal law enforcement efforts across
the country. Recent articles in the
Washington Post, the Washington
Times and U.S. News & World Report
also describe how the McDade law has
impeded Federal criminal investiga-
tions.

For over a year, I have been pro-
posing legislation to address the prob-
lems caused by the McDade law. My
corrective legislation would preserve
the traditional role of the State courts
in regulating the conduct of attorneys
licensed to practice before them, while
ensuring that Federal prosecutors and
law enforcement agents will be able to
use traditional Federal investigative
techniques. Although the bill does not
go as far as the Justice Department
would like—it does not establish a Fed-
eral code of ethics for government at-
torneys, nor does it authorize the Jus-
tice Department to write its own ethics
rules—nevertheless, the Justice De-
partment has supported the bill as a
reasonable, measured alternative to
the McDade law.

Congress’s failure to act on this or
any other corrective legislation this
year means more confusion and uncer-
tainty, more stalled investigations,
and less effective enforcement of the
Federal criminal laws. I regret that we
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